














































 
State of Washington 

Department of Fish and Wildlife 
 

Mailing Address:  600 Capitol Way N, Olympia WA 98501-1091, (360) 902-2200, TDD (360) 902-2207 
Main Office Location: Natural Resources Building, 1111 Washington Street SE, Olympia WA 

 
 
 
September 8, 2006 
 
Mr. Andrew Kolosseus 
Water Quality Program 
Washington State Department of Ecology 
300 Desmond Drive S.E. 
Lacey, WA  98504-7600 
 
Dear Andrew: 
 
Thank you for meeting with Perry Harvester and myself last week regarding revision of 
the 2002 Irrigation System Aquatic Weed Control programmatic NPDES permit.  We 
will do our best to support  your efforts to issue a revised permit in early 2007. 
 
Firstly, WDFW’s primary concern is that impacts from  pesticide use on the state’s fish 
and wildlife resources be avoided and minimized to the extent feasible.  Secondly, we are 
concerned that monitoring of herbicide use be sufficient to encourage compliance, detect 
non-compliance, and provide for appropriate enforcement and adaptive management.      
 
In that regard, we support Ecology’s proposal to establish a fixed and identifiable point of 
compliance (POC) to better facilitate monitoring, enforcement, and adaptive actions.  At 
the same time, it should be clear that establishing the POC at the upper extent of 
salmonid distribution is not protective of all aquatic resources, (especially those above 
the POC).  However we believe it to be a workable compromise both for resource 
protection  and for continued irrigation district operations..  We look forward to working 
with you and others to assure that WDFW’s salmonid distribution data base is accurate 
and up to date for these needs.  As we discussed, please call Mr. Dick O’Conner 
(360.902.2778) to arrange for a meeting with appropriate information management staff 
to further facilitate our meeting your data needs.  In addition, please work with Perry 
Harvester (509.457.4314) regarding meeting with WDFW regional staff to further assess 
the appropriateness of  POCs indicated prior to their being finalized. 
 
We also support Ecology’s decision to move forward with an instantaneous measurement 
of compliance as opposed to a 24 hour average.  This, we believe, will more accurately 
depict peak chemical concentrations at the POC,  and better allow us to assess the level of 
protection being provided fish and wildlife resources.    
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As discussed, we  are also concerned that continued use of persistent and cumulative 
chemicals such as copper based herbicides not result in subsequent long-term 
accumulation in sediments in areas below the POC for irrigation district operations.  Our  
experience with repeated applications of copper for algae treatment in lakes, for instance, 
indicates that accumulations  can build to levels detrimental to aquatic resources.  This, 
we believe, would also be inconsistent with Clean Water Act  antidegradation 
requirements. We recommend that actions to acquire needed information to assess this 
concern be further addressed through additional permit monitoring requirements, 
independent assessment, or other means. 
 
Per above, we are also concerned that monitoring results be assessed and addressed in a 
timely manner at a frequency to assure both compliance and adequate resource 
protection.  We are especially concerned with potential impacts during periods of peak 
salmonid migration and presence and would like to see an assessment of the adequacy of 
prior compliance and enforcement actions and performance.  If additional Ecology 
compliance staffing is needed, this should certainly be identified and addressed. 
 
Thank you again for meeting with us, we look forward to continuing to work with you as 
this process moves forward. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Carl E. Samuelson 
Water and Habitat Policy 
Intergovernmental Resources 
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